Application No. 10/660,685 Docket No.: 2644-0105P 

Amendment dated December 28, 2007 
Reply to Office Action of June 29, 2007 

REMARKS 

Claims 22-41 are pending in the present application. Claims 22-40 have been amended 
and claims 1-21 have been canceled by the present Amendment or a previous Amendment. 
Claims 22 and 41 are independent. Reconsideration of this application, as amended, is 
respectfully requested. 

Double Patenting Rejection 

Claims 20 and 21 stand rejected on the grounds of nonstatutory obviousness-type double 
patenting as being unpatentable over claims 18 and 19 of U.S. Patent No. 6,001,102. This 
rejection is respectfully traversed. 

While not conceding to the appropriateness of the Examiner's double patenting rejection, 
as the Examiner will note, claims 20 and 21 have been canceled. Therefore, the Examiner's 
double patenting rejection has been rendered moot. Reconsideration and withdrawal of this 
rejection are therefore respectfully requested. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

In the Examiner's Office Action, the Examiner has only provided a double patenting 
rejection of claims 20 and 21. The Examiner has not provided any rejection of claims 22-40. 
Therefore, it is believed that the Examiner considers claims 22-40 to be in condition for 
allowance. Claim 22 has been presented having a scope the same as presented in the Preliminary 
Amendment dated September 12, 2003. Therefore, claim 22 should still be in condition for 
allowance. 

In addition, claims 23-40 have been amended to be in better form for U.S. practice and to 
depend from new independent claim 41. It is believed that new independent claim 41 is in 
condition for allowance. Therefore, dependent claims 23-40 should also be in condition for 
allowance. 

In view of the above, the present application should be in condition for allowance. 
Favorable consideration and early allowance of the present application are respectfully 
requested. 
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Conclusion 

In view of the above remarks, it is believed that claims are allowable. 

Should there be any outstanding matters that need to be resolved in the present 
application, the Examiner is respectfully requested to contact Paul C. Lewis Reg. No. 43,368 at 
the telephone number of the undersigned below, to conduct an interview in an effort to expedite 
prosecution in connection with the present application. 

If necessary, the Commissioner is hereby authorized in this, concurrent, and future replies 
to charge payment or credit any overpayment to Deposit Account No. 02-2448 for any additional 
fees required under 37.C.F.R. §§1.16 or 1.14; particularly, extension of time fees. 



Dated: December 28, 2007 Respectfull y sub mitted, 




Paul CTLewis 
Registration No.: 43,368 

BIRCH, STEWART, KOLASCH & BIRCH, LLP 
81 10 Gatehouse Road 
Suite 100 East 
P.O. Box 747 

Falls Church, Virginia 22040-0747 
(703) 205-8000 
Attorney for Applicant 
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